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EDITORIAL NOTES 


God is a Spirit, and they that worship Him must worship 
Him in spirit and in truth—John 4: 24. 


Is the Roman Church idolatrous ? 

The facts we are about to give concerning customs and super- 
stitions in Roman Catholic countries will undoubtedly call forth 
the stereotyped answer of the priests that they are due tu the 
ignorance of the people, and not to the teachings of the Church. 
But when we consider that “the number of fools is infinite’ and 
that history and experience demonstrate the great interest the 
Roman Church has always manifested in keeping the people in 
ignorance, in order to be able to instil in them all the false his- 
tories and legends of the saints and their miracles, however mucli 
we might wish to do so, it is impossible to exonerate her. 

Roman theologians have striven at all times to make distinc- 
tions in worship, to which they give the names of Latria, Dulia 
and Perdulia. The first is the worship due to God; the second, 
the worship dve to the Virgin; and the third, the worship due to 
the saints. As to what we know about these distinctions, I must 
say that in spite of the fact that for several years I tavght them 
in my classes of theology, I have never been able to understand 
them myself, nor to find any pope or prelate who could give me 
any clear light on the subject; neither did I succeed in making 
any one else understand them. The laity are not taught any dis- 
tinction at all, for the simple reason that there is no one able to 
teach them. All they are taught to say is that that they are not 
worshiping the image or the picture, but what it represents. This, 
however, is not true in practise. 

The writer was once called to a hospital to confess a dying 
man. He had been mortally wounded by another, because he 
claimed that the “Virgin of Remedies” of his town was just as 
great and powerful as the more famous Virgin of the same 
“advocation,” or title, of the other man’s town. They had a 
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great dispute about it, but when the first man, to settle the ques- 
tion, said, “Well, it is the Virgin in Heaven that counts; yours 
and mine are only wood,” it was too much for the other, who 
fell upon him with his knife and inflicted the wound which cost 
him his life. Of cases like these there are hundreds in Spain, 
some of which we purpose to relate in our present study. 

If we should ask an Andalusian peasant, when he dresses up 
the image of the Virgin with mantilla and fan, and begins to 
pay her compliments, as he would to a young girl of his class, 
whether he understands the distinction between Latria, Dulia and 
Perdulia, he would answer as one did to me: “Are you crazy, 
holy Father? For thirty years my mother has been trying to 
teach me the Credo, and I still lose myself in the bypaths of Pon- 
tius Pilate. Of the Litany, which is in Latin, devil take me if 
I know more than era pro nobis. And now you come with this 
blessed gingo! (jargon). Why, if the devil could understand it, 
St. Peter would let him into Heaven!” 

The laity are taught that all power belongs to God, it is true, 
but they are also taught that we, as sinners, cannot approach God 
except throvgh Mary or the saints. To God are attributed fiercer 
passions of anger and vengeance than those of any mortal. Only 
the tender pleading of the Mother and the virtuous pity and inter- 
cession of the saints can keep the Father and the Son from send- 
ing down fire upon the whole earth. Even of Jesus it is said 
that in Gethsemane, when his mother was not present, He killed 
the soldiers by a word, “I am”; and He could have done so 
again at the cross, had not Mary been present. 

As further illustration of this, we can cite nothing better than 
the vision of St. Francis, which every good Catholic, from the 
pope to the humblest layman, admits as genuine. In this vision 
St. Francis saw two ladders leading up to Heaven. At the top 
of one stood Jesus, and at the top of the other Mary. He saw 
the souls of the dead trying to go to Heaven by the ladder of 
Jesus, and some fell at the first steps, some at the middle, and some 
even from the top. None could enter Heaven, for as soon as Jesus 
showed them His wounds, which signified all He had done for 
them, they could not stand before Him, but fell back to earth. 
Then St. Francis, seeing their distress and seeing many more 
souls coming, called to them, “Go to the ladder of Mary, Mother 
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of Mercies!” whereupon those who had fallen from Christ’s 
ladder, as well as those that were coming, went up by Mary’s 
ladder, and all came safely into Heaven. 

In the Roman Church, as we have said, worship is directed 
principally to the images, and not to what they represent. We 
must note the fact that only to images and relics are miracles 
attributed. I have no knowledge of a single case in which a 
miracle is said to have been performed by the Spirit of God, or 
by Jesus as our Saviour. There are many miracles attributed to 
Jesus, but all we know of are performed by some image or pic- 
ture of Him, known as the Crucifix of such a city, the Ecce Homo 
of such a village, or the Infant Jesus of such a shrine, etc., etc., 
not by the risen Christ, our living Lord. 

In our next issue we shall explain the worship of Latria, and 
we shall discuss the mass, the communion and the adoration of 
the host. 

It will be evident to our readers from the slight beginning we 
have made in the study of our subject, that so far there is no 
trace of spirituality in the worship of the Roman Church. Let 
us prayerfully and attentively look into this important matter 
that we may be able the better to guide our dear brethren of the 
Roman faith, or rather superstition, out from the materialism 
of Romish worship to become such worshipers in spirit and in 
truth as the Father seeketh. 


A Very Serious Split in the Roman Church 

The “Northwestern Christian Advocate” says: 

“It is not generally known that the Polish Roman Catholics 
are at present in rebellion against that Church. There are over 
4,000,000 Poles in America, practically all of whom have held 
allegiance to the Roman Church. It is charged by the Poles 
that the priests have confiscated Polish church property valued at 
over $200,000,000 and have positively refused to relinquish it. 
Consequently a test suit has begun at Milwaukee for $100,000 
against Archbishop Messmer and four other bishops. There are 
366 Polish congregations in America, and the members thereof 


have tabulated the Polish priests as, good 120, medium 131, posi- 
tively bad 115. Later reports swell the last column. This is a 
most serious deflection, and will probably have significant bearing 
on the religious life of the American Pole.” 
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SHAMEFUL PERSECUTION OF POLISH 
NEWSPAPER BY THE U. S. HIERARCHY 


Children Urged to Turn Against Parents and Wives Against 
Husbands—Sacrament Refused to Those Who Read 
the Paper Under Roman Ban. 


Catholic Editor Defies Decree of Pope and Enters Suit for 

$100.000. 

Three years ago the pope issued his Motu Proprio decree, 
forbidding Roman Catholics, under penalty of excommunication, 
to bring priests into civil courts on any charge. Evidently the 
Polish owner and editor of the “Kuryer Polski,” of Milwaukee, has 
not the fear of the pope before his eyes. His is the leading Polish 
daily of the United States, and he calls himself a “Catholic.” He 
has sued Archbishop Messmer, Bishop Fox, Bishop Schwiebach, 
Bishop Schinner and Bishop Eis for $100,000 damages, accusing 
them of boycott, slander, etc. 

Here is the remarkable statement of the “Kuryer” in his own 
words: 

The daily “Kuryer Polski” is the oldest Polish daily in the 
United States, having been founded twenty-five years ago by 
Michael Kruszka, present publisher and president of the Kuryer 
Publishing Co. 

The “Kuryer Polski’s” aim right from the beginning was to 
enlighten and to educate the Polish people here, so as to make 
them the best American citizens. While the daily “Kuryer Pol- 
ski” has, of course, a large circulation in Milwaukee and Wiscon- 
sin, its daily mail edition and its weekly edition circulate all over 
the country, and the paper is well known by all the 4,000,000 
Polish people in the United States. Although vigorous and pro- 
gressive, it nevertheless is not considered radical. 


For many years the “Kuryer Polski” has made it its special 
business to enlighten the Polish people in the United States as to 


their needs and rights in church affairs, and has been asking the 
following reforms of the Roman Catholic Church authorities: 

(1) Better parochial schools, so as to improve the education 
of Polish children, or the undisputed right to send them to and 
educate them in public schools ; 


(2) The right of the people to “representation” for “taxa- 
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tion” and other reforms in the financial administration of Polish 
Roman Catholic congregations, so as to eradicate the scandalous 
squandering of church funds by some priests and to protect the 
parishioners from being overburdened with extortionate taxes: 
(3) Self-government of the Polish Catholics under reason- 
able sovereignty, so as to avoid continuous friction, quarrels and 
even riots, provoked by unjust decisions of bishops not acquainted 
with the Polish people, Polish language and Polish customs ; 
(4) Better treatment of the people by bishops and priests, as 
in many instances the people were and are treated like slaves. 
Being a lay paper and truly liberal, the “Kuryer” avoids dis- 
cussion of dogmas or doctrines of any Church, merely demands 
reforms in purely administrative affairs, such as are from time 
to time determined by the people, and granted them everywhere, 
in civil as well as in church government. 
During all these years the “Kuryer” received thousands of 
letters from all over the United States, from people complaining 


about the financial misgovernment of congregations, extortion, 
mistreatment and scandalous conduct by the clergy, and about 


tyrannical treatment by some bishops. Many of these letters— 
several thousand—after expurging from them objectionable or 
questionable statements with the hope that such just complaints of 
the oppressed people might finally act upon the conscience of the 
clergy and induce at least some of them to have a little more 
Christian feeling for their lay brothers, who so lavishly support 
them. 
A BOYCOTTING “PASTORAL LETTER.” 


After four years of this kind of campaigning against enlight- 
enment and progress among the Polish people, the result seemed 
to be far from satisfactory to Archbishop Messmer and to other 
bishops sharing his views and desires. Therefore they decided to 
kill off opposition with one grand stroke, with a coup d'état, 

On the 1st of February, 1912, the archbishop and the four 
bishops of the Milwaukee province (Wisconsin and upper Michi- 
gan) composed, adopted and signed a “pastoral letter” condemn- 
ing the “Kuryer Polski” and imposing severe Church punish- 
ment on all the Polish people who would read, or subscribe for, 
or communicate with the “Kuryer” Polski”; also those who 
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world join the “American Federation of Polish Catholic Lay- 
men,” an organization founded in September, 1911, by the pub- 
lisher of the “Kuryer Polski,’ This letter was mailed to all 
priests in the Milwaukee province, with orders to read it from 
the pulpit on Sunday, February 11th. And it was so read in all 
the Roman Catholic churches in Wisconsin and upper Michigan. 
And the priests being sworn agents of their bishops, had to and 
did enforce the letter and spirit of the edict, some of them to the 
utmost extent and with vengeance and brutal use of their 
authority. 

Now the fight between the people and the clergy began in 
earnest, the bitterness on both sides equaling that of the com- 
batants in olden religious wars. 

QUARRELS AND NEAR-RIOTS. 

The test of strength and weakness came very soon, during 
the Easter confession time. Every man, woman and child (Polish 
only, of course), before starting to confess his or her real sins, 
was asked by the respective priest: “Do you read, or subscribe 
for, or advertise in the ‘Kuryer Polski?” If the confessing 
party answered “yes,” he or she was told that “confession, com- 
munion, all sacraments of the Church, Catholic burial, etc., will 
be refused” to him or to her, and to his or her family, unless he 
or she will “swear now before God never to read, or to tolerate 
in his or her home, or in any way or manner come into contact 
with the damned and excommunicated ‘Kuryer Polski.’ ” 

In several instances, the confessing wife tried the excuse that 
her husband is the subscriber, and he being the wage earner and 
the head of the family, she cannot compel him to discontinue the 
“Kuryer.” She was told by the priest confessor to “refuse her 
husband all pleasures and comfort of married life,” to “quarrel 
with him,” to “separate from him,” to “leave him until he ceases 
to take and read the ‘Kuryer.’” Many family quarrels followed 
this advice, and in several instances fights between husband and 
wife, and even law suits for divorce. 


Confessing children of school age were told by reactionary 
priests to insist that their parents should cease to read the “Kur- 
yer”; to burn the paper when it gets into the house; to disobey 
their parents if they read the “Kuryer”; to inform on their 





260 THE CONVERTED CATHOLIC. 


parents to the pastor of their congregation for reading the 
“Kuryer”; to leave the home of the parents if they read the 
“Kuryer.” And so on. 

“COMMIT ANY CRIME—BUT DO NOT READ THE PAPER!” 


All the people were told that if they stop the “Kuryer” all 
their sins, even the most mortal, would be forgiven them. But 
the reading of the “Kuryer”—never ! 

Of course, there are people who are so deeply religious that 
when one question was laid squarely before them by the priest 
confessor what they prefer: “The ‘Kuryer’ and excommunication 
from the holy Catholic Church and eternal damnation in hell,” 
or “leaving the ‘Kuryer’ and go to heaven’”—many timid ones 
selected the second alternative. And, of course, the “Kuryer” 
lost them as readers, subscribers and advertisers. 

On the other hand, there were then already thousands of 
Polish people sufficiently enlightened not to get scared by such 
threats—mostly men, also good many women, and even a good 
many children. They could not believe in what the priest said 
that the reading of the “Kuryer” is a greater sin than committing 
murder, arson, burglary and other crimes, and that “God would 
gladly forgive them such sins,” but the “reading of the ‘Kuryer’ 
—never.” The people could not reconcile the fact that it was “the 
greatest mortal sin” to read the “Kuryer” in the Milwaukee prov- 
ince, but no sin at all in the Chicago, St. Paul or St. Louis and other 
archdioceses; that it was “the greatest mortal sin” to read the 
“Kuryer” in Kenosha, Wis., but no sin at all in nearby Wau- 
kegan, Ill.; that it was “the greatest mortal sin” in La Crosse, 
Wis., but no sin at all across the Mississippi River, say in Win- 
ona, Minn. They could not understand why a “German” bishop, 
unable to read Polish himself, should have the right to forbid 
Polish people to read Polish papers. 

So thousands of Polish people rebelled right then and there. 
Not only this. When they compared all that the priests told 
them with what they knew to be actual facts, their heretofore 
unbounded faith in the infallibility and true Christianity of the 
Catholic Church was shattered, their former respect for the 
hierarchy wiped out, and their former submission to the dictates 
of the clergy turned into unbounded hatred. All the books of 
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the greatest atheist writers, all the articles of the bitterest enemies 

of “Romanism” could not have done one-tenth as much damage 

to the Catholic Church here as the untimely edict of Archbishop 

Messmer and his four associates, forbidding the reading of popu- 

lar Polish newspapers. And that without any trial whatever, 

therefore in violation even of the laws of the Catholic Church. 
PERSECUTION OF THE DEAD. 

What followed this first attack upon the liberty of the people 
is almost unbelievable, nevertheless it is true. 

A man by the name of Jacob Substyk died July 1, 1912. He 
was refused a Catholic burial and in the Polish Catholic ceme- 
tery (bought by the people, but “legally” owned by Archbishop 
Messmer), because he was charged with having read the “Kur- 
yer” (although before his death he received the last ointment by 
a priest). Not satisfied with this, the “Nowiny,” Archbishop 
Messmer’s Polish organ (Rev. B. Goral, chief editor) came out 
with a sensational article, under big headlines, attacking the dead 
man, his wife and his children, in a most vicious way, and stating 
that the dead “‘Kuryer’ reader” will never be buried in the 
“blessed grounds,” but only in the “unblessed grounds,” “where 
only criminals are buried.” This barbarous attack on the be- 
reaved family was repeated in several issues of Archbishop 
Messmer’s organ, which wound up with the statement that 
“all readers of the ‘Kuryer’ will be treated in the same way.” 

On July 13, 1912, a young electrician by the name of John 
Chlopek was accidentally killed while repairing wires. Some one 
informed the “Nowiny” priests that he was a reader of the “Kur- 
yer” (which was, however, not true). Immediately the arch- 
bishop’s organ, “Nowiny,’ came out with a scathing article, 
pointing out that the “sudden death of Chlopek was a punishment 
of God for reading the ‘Kuryer,’” and that “all the readers of 
the “Kuryer” will be visited with the same God’s punishment.” 
Then followed the same barbarous defamation and treatment of 
the bereaved Chlopek family, as was done with the Substyk’s. 

A man by the name of Andrew Kowalski, ill for some time, 
became paralyzed while in Sts. Cyril and Methodious Church on 
November 28, 1912. As he was supposed to be a reader of the 
“Kuryer” the archbishop’s organ immediately attacked him and 
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pointed out that he was “punished by God” for reading the 
“Kuryer.” 
AGITATION IN PAROCHIAL SCHOOLS. 


The school sisters (teachers) in those parochial schools, where 
‘wiping 


‘ 


a reactionary priest is pastor, take a very active part in 
out the ‘Kuryer.’” 

In every such school children are told several times a week 
never to read or “soil their hands” with the “Kuryer”; that they 
should insist upon their parents not to read the “Kuryer”; that 
hell and damnation awaits every reader of the “Kuryer,” and his 
whole family will some day be visited with a sudden and most 
severe punishment of God; that where the parents are so “god- 
less” as to read the “Kuryer” the children should disobey them 
in everything, and may even call them bad names and leave their 
homes. 

After months of such “Christian education” the reactionary 
pastor of the St. Hedwig’s church is said to have tried to find 
out the effects of it. One day the “sister-superior” went into the 
school, and, entering the first best class, asked the children: 
‘All those whose parents read the ‘Catholic Nowiny’ will arise!” 
A few children stood up. The “good sister” frowned, then smiled 
upon the few, and then asked: “All those whose parents read the 
excommunicated and damned ‘Kuryer’ will arise!” Almost the 
whole class arose. The sister was so shocked that she was near 
fainting, and stopped her investigation right then and there. 

sut the agitation against the “Kuryer” in that school became 
still more bitter from that day. 


And so in all other schools controlled by reactionary priests. 


ONE GIRL OBEYED. 

In St. Hyacinth’s School a “sister” noticed that one little girl 
had her lunch wrapped in the “Kuryer.” She was shocked, of 
course, and, telling the girl that the lunch had been “poisoned” 
by the “Kuryer” and she would die a sudden death if she would 
eat that lunch, commanded the little one ta go downstairs and 
throw the lunch, with the wrappings, into the furnace. The girl 
obeyed. 

In the same school a boy brought his books wrapped in the 
“Kuryer.” The “sister” became so enraged that she ordered the 
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boy to lay the “Kuryer” on the floor in the middle of the room 
to spit on it and to trample on it. ‘The boy refused. Then the 
sister herself laid the “Kuryer” on the floor, spat on it, called 
it the vilest names, and tore it to pieces with her heels. At that 
sight the “guilty” boy arose, took his cap and books, said “good- 
by” and left the school. Next day he was in the public school. 
In the St. Josaphat’s School a twelve-year-old girl also 
brought her books wrapped in the “Kuryer.” The “sister” up- 
braided the girl, and, after reciting the usual story about the 
eternal damnation of every “Kuryer” reader and his whole family, 
told the girl she ought to be “ashamed of her parents” and never 
touch “anti-Christ paper.”” The brave little girl blushed indig- 
nantly and said: “My parents are good and respectable, and I 
don’t have to be ashamed of them. They know best what is 
good for them and for me, and I shall obey them and not you.” 
With these words she gathered her books and belongings, left 
the class, called out her younger brother from another class and 
went home. Both are now in another school, where love and 
respect for parents are duly taught, with all other things neces- 
sary for true education and development of good character. 
These are just a few examples out of hundreds. 


PRIESTS AS ADVERTISING SOLICITORS. 


Three Polish priests were from time to time going from one 
store to the other, requesting the managers and owners not to 
advertise in the “Kuryer Polski,” because the paper is “excom- 
municated,” and therefore the store advertising in the “Kuryer” 
would lose the patronage of all Catholics. The business men 
were requested to advertise in the “Nowiny” instead, and were 
promised to get all the business from all Catholics. 

Next after the priest, the housekeepers of the pastors 





went around on the same mission. Then came laymen—a few 
Polish business men doing profitable business with priests; and 
after them again the wives of the respective laymen. 

This system of boycotting the “Kuryer” was kept up during 
the whole year. 

The above is a part of the statement of the brave editor of 
the “Kuryer.” It clearly shows how Rome operates her Inqui- 
sition in the United States —The Sentinel, Toronto, April 24, 1913. 
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LETTER TO CARDINAL GIBBONS 
XVIII. 


My dear Cardinal: 

One of the greatest difficulties I encounter in writing these 
letters is that so little can be said in the limited space at my 
command when there is so much to say. However, as it is im- 
possible, under these conditions, to make a finished study, such 
as our subject requires, I must content myself with brief notes, 
which, if they reveal nothing new to you, at least will serve to 
give to my readers an idea of the instability of the historical edi- 
fice of your Church, built as it is, not upon the Rock of Ages, 
but on the shifting sands of human ambition, pride, avarice, cun- 
ning and all that accompanies them. 

So now let us consider the next pope on the list who oughi 
not to be there, St. John II, called also Mercurius, the successor 
of Boniface II, A. D. 532. <A cause of great confusion to the 
historians of this pope is the question as to why he was ever 
numbered among the saints. 

The state of corruption which existed throughout the Church 
at that time, and which the Church herself as been obliged to 
admit, justifies the general opinion that this pope ascended the 
throne by the virtue and power of money. For the above-men- 
tioned reasons I shall not attempt to say all I could say; but 
two or three quotations from authors approved by you will be 
sufficient to show what great precautions are taken by modern 
historians to gloss over as far as possible the flaws in your 
Church’s past. I shall continue to quote from Artaud, as having 
the approval of American prelates. 

On p. 122 (“Lives of Popes”) this author, seeking to evade the 
weight of evidence which he cannot deny, says: “Simony rav- 
aged nearly all the diaconates; unfaithful agents pledged even 
the sacred vessels in support of the candidates for the benefices.” 
Here the author piously lies out of love for the Church. This 
is an end which in his eyes justifies the means; in the defense 
of the Church all things are lawful. He is the first historian I 
have ever read who mentions the diaconates in connection with 
the simony of those times. I know very well that Artaud is 
following in this the methods taught in the monasteries for the 
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writing of history, but few would be so daring. It is too 
ridiculous to try to make any one believe that a diaconate, which 
in those times received a stipend of only a few centimos, and 
whose office was considered so low that in many dioceses its occu- 
pant was reduced to dragging the chariot of the lord bishop, 
could be so greatly desired as to make its aspirants resort to 
simony. Besides, we know that this office was generally held by 
poor people; in the majority of cases by young men dedicated 
to the Church by their mothers at the instigation of the clergy. 
You know, also, although you would not dare to make it known, 
that the great benefices, to which were attached seniorial estates, 
were disputed by the lords. For this cause we see that, in vio- 
lation of the existing law of “interstices,” laymen became bishops 
and even popes without any preliminary orders. I am certain 
that you know this. I have known it for years, even before I 
left your Church; and if the Chevalier Artaud de Montor did 
not know it when he wrote his history, it must be because, as 
I heard in the monastery, his “Lives of Popes” was written by 
the Jesuits, and he only charitably lent his signature. 

But the last part of our quotation is still more ridiculous 
about “unfaithful agents pledging even the sacred vessels in 
support of their candidates for the benefices.”” This is too much, 
Cardinal. If there were agents for the candidatures, why does 
Artaud accuse them of being unfaithful. Surely no agent could 
dispose of the sacred vessels without being authorized by the can- 
didate for office to do so. Why, therefore, try to cast the blame 
upon the agents? 

But is simony entirely a thing of the past? You will say, 
“Yes.” Let us suppose a typical case. One of your priests de- 
sires a certain position, and as it is often so difficult to reach your 
Eminence, he engages the services of one of your household, 
who, because he is near you, can represent the priest’s cause. 
The priest promises this agent out of gratitude for his services, 
yet to be rendered, a certain sum of money. The agent, who has 
already received the offer of a smaller sum from another priest, 
prefers the priest who has offered the most, because he consid- 
ers that such a liberal man must surely have a good heart. He 
gives you, as proof positive of the excellence of the individual 
and his lack of personal interest, the promise he has made of 












266 





THE CONVERTED CATHOLIC. 


giving up one year’s salary in order to help you meet the great 
expenses you are under. Naturally, upon such a recommenda- 
tion, in all good faith you give him the position he seeks. Now, 
is this not simony? And who is to be blamed, the agent or the 
priest ? 

After all, Cardinal, why should there be “agents” for such 
things at all? Your great argument in favor of the Succession 
is that Jesus promised He would not leave His Church comfort- 
less, but would be with her to the end of the world. Now, if 
what Artaud says is true, and in this I believe he says as much 
less than the truth as he can, there have been times when the 
Church has been left to the mercy of agents, much like those 
Jesus cast out of the Temple, saying, “My house is a house of 
prayer, and ye have made it a den of thieves.” 

Artaud’s struggles to combine truth and falsehood, or rather 
to make the truth appear different from what it is, are ludicrous. 
Fearing criticism, he makes a supreme effort not to appear to 
contradict himself and yet say enough to avoid the accusation 
of absolute misrepresentation. He says: “Simony did not respect 
even the election of the bishops and that of the pontiffs.” It is 
necessary to understand thoroughly the methods in which your 
historians have been schooled to know what they are aiming at. 
Here the object of Artaud, or the Jesuists, is to free the popes 
of the stigma of simony. For this reason they have tried to 
make it appear that the diaconates were the centre or focus of 
ambition, and simply allude in a casual manner to the fact that 
simony extended even to the election of bishops and pontiffs. 
They pave the way for later historians to say that the sacristans 
and deacons were guilty of simony, “which even extended to 
the election of bishops,” but making no mention of the pontiffs. 
What is the idea? To make it possible to say in countries like 
Spain, for instance, that “simony sought to invade the Temple 
of God in the person of some of the electors,” thus freeing all 
prelates of the charge. So, even in modern times, the frauds con- 
tinue to be perpetrated, gradually and with infinite patience and 
caution, twisting facts until they are made to appear exactly 
opposite to what they really are. Few have any idea of how 
much of this is being done all the time. 

But Artaud displays boldness, unparalleled except among the 
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Jesuits, when he says, to quote again from his pages: “John II 
obtained from Athalric that simonists should be severely’ pun- 
ished by the civil law, as the ecclesiastical law could not sufficiently 
reach that fatal crime.” This is without question an intentional 
falsehood, for there is no dignitary of your Church, nor any monk 
who is in the least informed, who does not know that John II, 
with regard to simony, surpassed all the other popes. And Artaud, 
or the Jesuits, his mentors, would have done better if they had 
simply passed over in silence this phase of the history of John II, 
who is held as a saint only by fools, and had not made themselves 
ridiculous by this statement. What authority did the pope have 
at that time, or what discipline was maintained by the bishops, 
and what power was exercised by the College of Cardinals which 
Artaud maintains already existed, when, in order to correct the 
crimes committed by the deacons, the pope had to ask the aid of 
an unbelieving emperor? Athalric, as I learned in the convent, 
when upon a certain occasion the pope invited him to be bap- 
tized, answered: “I will be baptized if you make me bishop, for 
a bishopric in your Church is preferable to the greatest empire 
of the world.” It is certain that the emperor or king inter- 
posed his authority in this important matter and issued an edict 
which he caused to be sculptured in marble and placed in the 
portico of St. Peter’s, as every historian knows. It is mentioned 
by Cardinal Baronius in Am. 533, No. 39. This, however, was 
not because the pope asked the emperor to do it. It was directed 
in a very special manner against the pope, because of his scan- 
dalous simony, and in order to warn the people not to recognize 
in the future any pope in whose election there should be repeated 
the outrageous scenes which preceded the election of John. If 
the emperor had really issued this edict on petition of the pope, 
in order to put a stop to the simony of the diaconates, he would 
have had it proclaimed throughout Italy, but he would not have 
ordered it to be sculptured in marble and placed in St. Peter’s, 
as though to make it plain that the papal throne and not the 
diaconates were the object of simony. John II himself headed 
the general protest that was made by all the clergy against this 
edict. All your historians call Athalric a tyrant. Even Artaud, 
after making his unheard-of statement that the popg obliged the 
emperor to issue it, says: “It was a tyrannical edict.” Here we 
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see how difficult it is to separate oneself from the truth without 
falling into ridiculous blunders, even though one may lay hold 
of the subtlest sophisms of the Jesuits. 

The true facts in the case are these: The scandalous efforts 
of John to obtain the pontificate were so apparent that the 
malcontents, who were not themselves free from sin in this 
respect, had recourse in complaint to the emperor, who therefore 
felt himself obliged to issue the edict. All of which shows that 
the civil power, from ancient times, has had to give the Church 
lessons of justice and virtue. 

But that I may not be accused of partiality and my opinion 
judged to be my own, let us see what some of the historians of 
the Church say about the matter. I shall choose the French 
authors, not only because France was the favorite daughter of 
the Church, but because, in spite of this, her historians better 
deserve credence than those of any other nation. A fact which 
is little recognized is that France has always given an example 
in her spirit of investigation. While Spain and other papal 
nations have been subservient to the doctrines of the Church, 
France has always been the seat of discussion. The reason is 
no other than the antagonism between the Jesuits and the other 
orders. That there can be no peace where the Jesuits prevail was 
as certain in the past as it is to-day. The discussions of the 
Middle Ages which divided Jesuits, Franciscans and Dominicans, 
brought about investigation as a result. This has been the spirit 
which has characterized the French clergy, and which has caused 
the division in modern times between the montanes and ultramon- 
tanes. It is certain that this spirit of antagonism has brought 
incalculable evils upon humanity in the destruction of all ancient 
evidence, and in the use of subtle sophistry in argument. As a 
monk once said: “The Jesuits first teach theology, and afterward 
philosophy; first they teach us our duty, and then how to evade 
it.” But, on the other hand, these religious discussions aroused 
a spirit of independence. 

I shall quote from La Chatre and Cormenin, using the old 
edition, not the latest one, which has been abbreviated, emended 
and rearranged to suit the requirements of modern times. In 
vol. I, p. 106, we read: “There existed so little good faith and 
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true religion among the clergy of Rome that, in order to obtain 
the pontificate, some priests distributed all their money; others 
mortgaged their palaces, while some, less scrupulous, promised the 
property of the Church. At length the Holy See, being put up 
at auction, John Second, surnamed from his eloquence Mercury, 
paid enormous sums to his competitors and obtained the pon- 
tifical tiara. 

“Corruption had then so increased that, in order not to pro- 
fane the Divinity, we will say that the Holy Spirit did not gov- 
ern the election of the popes of this period; for God could not 
preside over a council where the chair of St. Peter was adjudged 
to the highest and last bidder.” 

Here is an honest and fearless confession, Cardinal! But ii 
you and Artaud and Di Bruno, and other authors of modern 
times, should say the same, where would be all your claims and 
your boasted direct line of succession from Peter to the present 
pope! But let us continue our quotation: 

“John the Second was ordained on the 22d of January, 532 
Shortly after his enthroning, a supporter of the Church wrote to 
King Athalric that during the vacancy of the Holy See the par- 
tizans of the pontiff had sold their votes for his election and had 
extorted from him promises of the property of the Church, and 
that, in order to satisfy these engagements, John had publicly 
exposed for sale the sacred vessels. 

“To remedy this abuse, the king wrote to the pope, the patri- 
archs and the metropolitan churches, to observe a decree of the 
senate, made during the pontificate of Boniface and conceived in 
these terms: “Those who have promised houses, land or money 
to obtain a bishopric, shall be regarded as simoniacal and sacrile- 
geous; their engagements shall be annulled and all that they have 
taken from the Church shall be restored. Officers of the palace 
are, nevertheless, permitted to take three thousand pennies of go!d 
to expedite dispatches when there shall be a dispute in the election 
of a pope; but rich officers shall not accept anything, because 
largesses are taken from the patrimony of the poor. In the elec- 
tion of patriarchs they shall take as much as two thousand pen- 
nies of gold, and in that of mere bishops, five hundred pennies 
of gold shall be distributed to the people.’ The king then ordered 
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the prefect of Rome to cause this decree to be engraven on a slab 
of marble, and to be placed at the entrance of the court of St. 
Peter.” 

This quotation is from one who was a faithful soi of the 
Church. At the time he wrote, the facts were too well known for 
him to avoid telling the truth. Comparison with this author shows 
up the attempts of Artaud to disguise the facts with Jesuitical 
sophistry, which causes him to fall into ridiculous contradictions. 

There are sufficient reasons apparent to every reader, I am 
sure, for demanding the cancellation of John II on the ground 
of irregularities in his election. 

The successor of St. John II was St. Agapetus I. To men- 
tion this worthy pope is an act of justice. There are so few good 
ones, that when once in a great while we find one we are glad 
to make known his virtue, which is the more admirable because 
it was preserved untainted in the midst of prevailing corruption. 

St. Agapetus was elected without any disturbance by the peo 
ple and clergy, according tu the ancient custom. The high ecclesi- 
astics, offended by the edict of the emperor, retired from taking 
part in this election, not wishing to submit to the humiliation of 
paying a-contribution for the relief of the poor. On the other 
hand, political affairs were so uncertain that the future of the 
Apostolic See looked very dark. Yet the election took place and 
the lot fell upon a worthy man. 

This pope was the first to prefer justice to the vain preten- 
sions of the Church. He began his pontificate with an act of jus- 
tice. Publicly, in the midst of the Church, he burned the ana- 
thema of excommunication, which Boniface pronounced against 
his competitor Dioscorus, and which he caused to be signed by 
the bishops, and kept in the archives for a perpetual remem- 
brance. This act alone is a mortal blow to infallibility, and proves 
what we have taken pains to show in a former letter that Diosco- 
rus, called anti-pope by modern historians, who was excommuni- 
cated by Boniface II, was the canonically elected pope. The sec- 
ond act of justice performed by Agapetus was to condemn the 
decision of Boniface and the council in the election of his suc- 
cessor. If it is true, as Artaud affirms, that Boniface retracted, 
it seems as though Artaud did not believe that retraction to have 
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been very sincere. Artaud says: “He (Agapetus) censured the 
acts already revoked (?) by the council, by which Boniface had 
chosen his successor. He also revoked for reasons unknown the 
excommunication which the same Boniface had launched against 
the anti-pope Dioscorus.” (L. of P., p. 123.) 

We delight in making note of another act of this pope which 
reveals the integrity of his character. When he went to Con- 
stantinople he found that Anthymus, a Eutichian heretic, had 
usurped the See with the aid of Theodora, the wife of Justinian. 
He immediately deposed the usurper and consecrated in his place 
Mevas, a man who was illustrious for his doctrine and virtue. 
Justinian, at the instigation of his wife, resolved to reinstate 
Anthymus and banish the pope. Agapetus, full of courage and 
constancy, answered thus to his threats: “We believed that we 
had a Catholic emperor, but it appears that we have to do with 
a Diocletian; but Diocletian must learn that his threats do not 
alarm us.” 


What a contrast, Cardinal, between this pope and his pre- 
decessor ! 

But Agapetus, as we have said, was a shining exception, for 
immediately after his pontificate we enter upon one of the most 
intricate periods of the papacy, in which every historian has 
found himself confounded. To harmonize historical facts with 
the pretensions of the Church has been the intention of many; 
but not one has been able to accomplish it. Here we have two 
popes, Sylverius and Vigilius, who represent an epoch in history, 
their pontificate beginning and ending with the rise and fall of 
the political parties to which they were attached. And it is a 
strange thing that at this time, when you seek as you have always 
done, to deceive this nation by flattering her political represen- 
tatives in order the better to subjugate her, you do not hasten 
to wash away the stain on your Church’s history by denying rec- 
ognition to these two popes, who, even if there were no others, 
would be sufficient by themselves to shatter all claims to unbroken 
succession. 

Sylverius, son of the Pope Hoemisdas, was not a cardinal- 
priest, as Artaud would have it, but a sub-deacon. Athanasius 
the Librarian assures us that Sylverius had no election at all, but 
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was forced upon the Church by Theodatus, the king of the Goths. 
The empire of the Goths was menaced by the victorious forces of 
selisarius, the general of Justinian. The only hope of impeding 
the occupation of Rome by Belisarius was to elect a pope in 
whom Theodatus could place confidence, and after making secret 
compact with Sylverius he proclaimed him pope, with the intima- 
tion that if any priest or layman should deny obedience to the 
new pope he should be condemned as a traitor to the State. As 
soon as Sylverius obtained what he had so greatly coveted, fol- 
lowing the principle that “it is laudable to break contracts made 
with heretics,” he turned traitor to his benefactor, Theodatus, 
and opened the gates of the city to the enemy. 

This has always been the policy of Rome. Roosevelt and 
Taft, in our own time and country, have not had a different expe- 
rience. Rome always has been the slayer of her benefactors. 
She will drag herself in the dust in order to accomplish her end, 
but when she has accomplished it, she annihilates her tool, so as 
not to suffer the humiliation of being obliged to favor any one. 
If the present President of the United States should give Rome 
his support, I can assure him that his favors will turn into 
weapons against himself. 

As sin brings its own punishment, this pope soon paid for his 
treachery. Vigilius, who had been nominated by Boniface II as 
his successor and had been sent by the succeeding popes, in order 
to rid themselves of his intrigues, as apocrisiarius, or politica! 
agent, to Constantinople, none found the occasion to be favorable 
for the fulfilment of his ambition, and began to infiltrate a mis- 
trust of the new pope Sylverius into the mind of the Emperor 
Justinian. Through Theodora, the wife of Justinian, with whom 
he had secret relations, he obtained from the emperor his nomi- 
nation as pope. With this he went to Rome, carrying also 
imperial instructions to Belisarius to oblige Sylverius to vacate 
the papal throne. Pope Sylverius, on hearing the proposal, not 
only resisted but pronounced anathemas against Vigilius and the 
emperor. 

Vigilius then forged letters, in which it appeared that the 
pope had become reconciled to the Gothic king and offered him 
assistance in defeating Belisarius, accused the pope of being a 
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traitor to Justinian, and so extorted from the emperor a decree 
for the banishment of Sylverius. 

Theodora wrote to Belisarius: “Arrest him (the Pope Sylve- 
rius) and send him to Constantinople without delay, and put 
Vigilius in his place.” The soldiers who were ordered to arrest 
the pope inducted Vigilius to the sacred office, and he was un- 
scrupulous enough to seat himself upon the throne and from 
thence command the banishment of his rival. 

But Vigilius did not enjoy in peace the throne he usurped 
with crime. Your historians say that, as he was unable to satisfy 
the desires of Theodora by favoring the sect of the Acephalos, 
the empress recalled the exiled pope to Rome. This would have 
no plausibility to any one knowing the unscrupulous conduct of 
Vigilius, a man consumed by every vice. The true cause is that 
which we read in some very ancient manuscripts which assure us 
that when the wife of Belisarius, the confidante of Vigilius and 
Theodora, came to Rome to live with her husband, the empress 
became very jealous and at once persuaded the emperor that he 
had greater cause to fear Vigilius’ treachery than that of Sylve- 
rius. The emperor then commanded that Sylverius be brought 
back to Rome. Vigilius, finding this out, sent emissaries to 
intercept Sylverius on the way, and take him to a monastery on 
the Island of Palmyra, where he died of hunger, or, as others say, 
where he was strangled. Vigilius continued to enjoy his pontifi- 
cate in peace. 

Now, Cardinal, as to investiture, which the present pope seems 
to lay such stress upon, neither of these two rival popes had any 
at all, and they are undoubtedly illegitimate. One was placed 
on the throne by a Gothic king without the consent of the elec- 
tors, and the other usurped his place by means of military force, 
through the intrigues of a woman with whom he had infamous 
relations. Both were traitors, and as to Vigilius, neither you nor 
any monk is ignorant of the fact that he killed his rival. 

We hope to say more about this pope when we write of the 
popes whe were “not very respectable,” or heretics. 

Meanwhile we ask our readers to judge if there could be any- 
thing more certain in the whole history of mankind than that 
your claim to true apostolic succession is absolutely unfounded. 

MANUEL FERRANDO. 
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SAINT RITA, “SAINT OF THE IMPOSSIBLE” 
(Continued. ) 
BY PROFESSOR W. RUSSELL COLLINS, D.D. 


I have promised to tell you more about Saint Rita, the im- 
possible saint, and, perhaps later on, something about other 
impossible saints. 

Were you never in a manikin theatre? Well, if you want to 
know how saints are worked, just go to a manikin theatre. There 
you will see the little doll actors dance and pose as they are sus- 
pended and pulled by wires operated by unseen hands in the 
wings of the stage. Just so the saints are worked by the wires 
held in the papal hand, unless by the more obscure hand of some 
unseen operator behind the papal throne. For, as a matter of 
fact, the pope is usually only a manikin puppet himself, who 
moves by the wires pulled by some unseen cardinal-pope behind 
St. Peter’s chair. It has been said that “the pope is God,’ and 
I have shown that the pope is more than God and greater than 
God. But, after all, the pope is often only a manikin and the 
real God, or the greater than God, is the obscure man who 
stands behind the pope’s chair. And the poor pope is the most 
miserable of all living slaves, doomed to the misery of slavery in 
this world and to eternal perdition in the next, for the blas- 
phemy of claiming to be equal with and greater than God. When, 
however, I now speak of the pope, in order to avoid contradic- 
tion, let it be understood I do not speak of the man who may be 
called the pope, but I speak of the man, whoever he may be, who 
rules the pope and who is the real pope. Who the real pope is 
the world seldom knows. If such an unholy desire should ever 
enter my heart, to wish to be a task-master of millions of slaves, 
I should never wish to be the pope, but I should wish rather 
to be the dark, hidden figure behind the pope’s chair, who con- 
trols the pope’s will and his every action. 

3ut, although I am only a foolish Protestant, when I come 
to tell you about the utterly impossible Rita, who is a better 
investment than Standard Oil stock, I speak as a Romanist. For, 
as I have said, I know nothing about her, except by Roman 
authority; and in speaking of her I quote Roman authority only, 
for Protestantism has never heard her name. 
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Did I speak of Standard Oil? Well, if I would be rich, I had 
rather own one saint like this impossible Rita than all the Stan4- 
ard Oil stock in the world. Mr. Rockefeller is a fianncially wise 
man. But he is a baby in finances as compared with the Vatican. 
If Mr. Rockefeller wants to learn a lesson in finance let him buy 
a saint with a shin-bone and operate her for her full value. 


From Roman Catholic newspapers I learn that it is reported 
that Mr. Morgan, “charmed by the idea of such a colossal un- 
dertaking, ambitioned the task of reorganizing the financial side 
of the business of the Holy See and had actually come to Italy 
for the purpose.” Nonsense! Mr. Morgan knew better than to 
entertain any such notion. He was sufficiently sagacious to know 
that he would have been cheated out of his hide if he had under- 
taken any kind of a financial dicker with the papal money- 
changers. And Mr. Morgan was always careful not to get in on 
the foul side of a deal. And yet, “I hae me doots.” Mr. 
Morgan may have gotten a line on the saint business. It is 
barely possible he had some scheme in mind for the organizing 
of all saintdom into a great trust monopoly in order to eliminate 
rivals and thus to work individuals to greater advantage and 
profit. 


For instance, if he could have bought up the shin-bones of 
Ann and Rita, he could have kept Rita out of New York and 
Ann out of Chicago, and he could have advanced the price of 
stock of each in their respective localities. And he could have 
increased his railroad revenues, after the manner in which they 
manipulate their railroad revenues in Spain, by the aid of the saints, 
by making New Yorkers travel to Chicago to visit Rita, and com- 
pelling Chicagoans to travel to New York to visit Ann. If he 
had done this he might have become a rich man. But Mr. Mor- 
gan was a Protestant, as his testamentary declaration so nobly 
proclaims, and he consequently knew nothing of the dishonest 
avenues of wealth, laid by papal intrigue. And he had to die an 
honest poor man. 


I have at my hand a little booklet, entitled “St. Rita, Saint 
of the Impossible,” published in this blessed year of education, 
1913, by “St. Rita’s Magazine,” 448 College Avenue, in the 
learned and progressive City of New York, the metropolis of 
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America, the most enlightened and advanced nation upon earth; 
city of numerous great universities and colleges, great public 
libraries and other institutions of learning, of hundreds of en- 
lightening newspapers, magazines and other periodicals; city of 
probably the greatest literary output in the world and city of 
compulsory education. This book is given to be read, accepte«| 
and believed by the educated people of this city and of this nation, 
It is copyrighted by the Rev. Charles Ferina, D.D. This man, 
observe, is a “doctor” in education. Education? Well, read the 
book. It is edited by the Rev. James P. O’Brien, S.T.L., another 
man of some kind of education, so-called, at least. The editor 
states upon the cover: “The editor has complied with the can- 
onical formalities for this publication, conformable to the Con- 
stitution of Leo XIII, ‘Officiorum,’ 1897, tit. 11, chapter III, n. 
42.” So the booklet is a Roman Catholic production, published 
with Roman authority. We must therefore accept is as a true 
statement of Roman doctrine and belief. No matter how many 
scholastic degrees you possess you are commanded to believe this 
stuff or to go to Hell. Even though you know it to be a lie, 
you must believe it and you must pay a tax for the privilege of 
believing it. 

According to this chronicler, very little is known of Rita. But 
a very great deal of bunkum must be believed about her. 

She was born at Rocco Porena, about two miles from Cascia 
and within thirty miles of Rome, Italy. The year of her birth 
is unknown. But it is stated that she was “beatified” on her 
birthday, May 22, 1628,” and that “she died on Saturday, May 
22, 1457.” Unless the chronicler has blundered, she was born 
and died on the same day of the month of May. “One of the 
chief records of her life,” we are told, “was a very ancient paint- 
ing, which summed it up in six scenes.” “These, explained and 
supplemented by tradition, have been the basis of the chronicler’s 
story.” Soa picture, the dream of some ancient artist, and a few 
fables drawn from the picture by some later dreamers, constitute 
the stock in trade of a miracle-working shin-bone saint in our 
marvelous twentieth century. However, it is calculated by the 
Ballandists that she was born in 1386. Father Cavallucci says 
she was married at twelve years of age; that she lived eighteen 
years with her husband until he died, remained a widow in the 
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world two years, and passed about forty years in a convent, living 
in all about seventy years. Truly a marvelous record! 

It is said that “the fame of the saints is supernatural.” It 
must be so, for otherwise we would know nothing about most 
of them. For of the majority of them the annals of history, when 
written “in the pages of truth,’ make no mention. It is con- 
fessed that little is known of Rita’s earlier years, yet her biog- 
raphers seem to know, by supernatural revelation it must be, 
of course, that “she was chaste as a lily, simple as a dove, obe- 
dient as an angel.” Although we know practically nothing about 
her, “she was comely and modest and remarkable for her charity.” 

I think I know a few honest Protestant American girls and 
could find a few more, with a little extension of my acquaintance, 
who can answer these descriptions about as well as Rita could 
do so, who have not had the misfortune of child-marriage at the 
age of twelve, and who have not been canonized, and who have 
no immodest desire to wiggle their shin-bones in the gaze of an 
admiring public, and who would not wickedly pretend to per- 
form miracles with their shin-bones. However, only obscure, 
unknown Roman Catholic girls of remote past ages, whose vani- 
ties and sins have long ago been forgotten, and whose virtues 
can easily be imagined, for we never imagine anything save vir- 
tue in an unknown girl, especially if she is dead—it is only such 
unknown girls who may have hope of attaining canonization and 
sainthood by a supernatural revelation of their fame. 

Rita’s parents, about whom we know nothing, except supernat- 
urally, were called the “peace-makers of Christ.” Of course, it 
is necessary to the story that they should be something very good. 
For many years they were childless and then little Rita came as 
a reward of their goodness. At the tender age of twelve Rita 
greatly desired to enter a religious order. But her very good 
parents objected to this and instead gave her in a marriage, that 
we would now call white-child-slavery, to a bad man who is 
described as being “very fierce and feared by every one.” In due 
course her husband was slain and her two sons died; for such a 
history would be useless without tragedy. And the childless 
young widow sought admission to the convent of the Augustinian 
nuns. But, notwithstanding her great virtue, she was refused 
admission. Why? History answereth not. Perhaps the nuns 








278 THE CONVERTED CATHOLIC. 


did not want so much goodness among them. It was, later along, 
discovered that there was a hole in the roof of Rita’s house that 
could not be closed, for as often as it was repaired and closed it 
was found to mysteriously reopen. Then it was said that angels 
used to descend through it to visit Rita. I did not know that 
angels needed holes, or doors or windows, for their admission. 
I always wondered how Santa Claus managed to squeeze his little 
fat body down through the narrow chimney-pots. But as for 
angels, I had always been taught that they could come through 
closed doors. But there is a difference between Protestant anJl 
Roman angels. Protestant angels are more ethereal, and Roman 
angels are more material. 

Rita, however, was more ethereal than the angels. For having 
been thrice refused admission to the convent, God performed a 
miracle in her behalf. For we are told, “While spending the night 
in prayer in her house, she heard her name called from without, 
and was led by her patron saints into the monastic enclosure, no 
entrance having been opened.’ Good for Rita! Hurrah! The 
angels had to tear a hole in the roof to get through. But Rita 
needed not even a keyhole for a key. She just went through the 
walls without leaving even a trace of her shadow. But Rita is 
an ethereal being made of dreams, and such Cinderella-like stuff 
as fairies are made of. It required a miracle to get Rita into a 
nunnery. But it requires no miracle to get young girls, good 
or bad, into nunneries in these days. For we read of abductions 
and kidnappings by priests and sisters, of young girls who are 
smuggled into convents and there hidden from parents who have 
to resort to courts and obtain acts of habeas corpus to regain 
possession of their daughters. But God compelled them to take 
Rita against their will. And then God gave her a vision, as is 
customary, of a ladder reaching up to Heaven. But we all have 
dreams at times, and so we can easily believe this part of the 
story. It might have happened to any girl. Then she began to 
experiment in miracle working. The nuns, doubtless having 
some grudge against their unwelcome ‘sister, commanded her 
to water a withered plant. This useless task she patiently per- 
formed, when “at length the little stem grew green and tall and 
branchy, receiving the name of the ‘Tree of the Blessed.’” And, 
we are assured, “she professed to have no compassion for her 
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body. She scourged herself thrice a day, the first time being 
the longest, and the instrument composed of little iron chains.” 
“She wore always a rough hair shirt, and interwoven with her 
tunic were thorns, which from time to time tore her flesh.” Not- 
withstanding all her virtues, she must have been a horridly bad 
girl to need so much flogging and punishment. But further pun- 
ishment for her virtues awaited her. Strange it is how, in the 
Roman Church, only the good are punished and all the bad go 
free. After hearing a sermon by the Franciscan, St. James della 
Marca, she prostrated herself before a crucifix and “begged to 
feel the pain of at least one of the thorns with which the sacred 
Head had been so thickly crowned. She was answered even to 
the extent of bearing ever afterward a horrid wound on her 
forehead, so full of corruption that, on account of the odor, she 
had to be separated from the community, while worms fell upon 
the ground from the wound. Those she called, with smiling face, 
her little angels.” Rather nasty angels! But the Roman book 
Says so, and of course it must be true. And, besides, Roman 
angels are different from Protestant angels. Now, be warned! 
If you do not want something horrible like this to happen to you, 
keep away from crucifixes. “Six years before her death, Pope 
Nicholas IV proclaimed a jubilee at Rome. Rita desired to be 
present at it.” But that cancer in her forehead was too much 
for Pope Nicholas, so he issued an injunction against it. And 
Rita’s visit “was allowed on condition that her wound would 
be healed, as it was, until she returned.” Near the end of her 
life she asked that a rose be brought to her from her old garden 
in Rocco Porena. “It was January, and all roses had long since 
ceased to blow. But the relative went, and to her astonishment 
found a full-grown rose.” 

I also found roses in full bloom, growing in the open ground 
out of doors, in the mid-winter of this year, in the city of New- 
burgh, N. Y., and it snowed on the same day. But I forgot to 
report the matter to the newspapers as a wonder, or to the 
Vatican as a miracle. And neither the grower of the roses nor IT 
will ever be canonized by the Vatican. Alas, me! And that 
rose bush has not been called the “Tree of the Blessed.” But a 
rose under any name is just as sweet. The friends also found 
a ripened fig at Rita’s bidding. And because of the Winter- 
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blooming roses, roses are blessed on the feast of St. Rita, and it 
is said that “many favors of Heaven accompany them.” 

At last, like all good and all bad people also, Rita died. And 
in death “her face became radiant in beauty, beyond that of her 
comely youth,” although we know nothing about her, especially 
about her youth, “while the odor of her wound became as the 
frankincense of Lebanon.” In fact, we are told, “It was sweeter 
far, for it was a perfume from Heaven; and it spread all through 
the convent and into the church where the people gathered. Nor 
HAS IT DIED AWAY SINCE.” Strange! Strange indeed!! And 
stranger still how Heaven will make a saint stink while alive and 
fragrant when dead. With common folk it goes the other way 
around. But all this must be true, because “Cardinal Martinelli, 
being officially commissioned, visited the sacred body of Rita in 
1892; and the proofs of this supernatural odor were accepted by 
the Congregation of Rites for one of the required miracles.” At 
least so says the Roman Catholic book. And, it is added, that 
“the body has remained incorrupt to this day. For a time it 
retained its natural color. At present, though changed in appear- 
ance, the face is beautiful and well preserved.” Wonderful! I 
have also seen the well-preserved bodies of Egyptian mummies, 
many thousands of years older than Rita. But they were hea- 
then, and of course we can’t canonize them. When Rita died, 
though we know almost nothing about her, “her lowly cell was 
aglow with heavenly light, and the bells of Cascia were rung by 
the hands of angels.” Of course, somebody must have seen the 
angels, but there is no record of that. Then miracles began. A 
paralyzed arm was cured when it touched her sacred remains. 
A carpenter recovered the use of his stiffened hands in order to 
make her coffin. But why should such a fragrant body need a 
coffin or burial? We would be very likely now-a-days to keep 


such a beautiful and fragrant body among us above ground, in 
order to enjoy the beauty and fragrance. 


And Rita kept bees. Although we know almost nothing about 
it, yet we are told, “Soon after her birth her mother found her 
one day sleeping while a little swarm of bees kept entering and 
leaving her mouth.” That would make most babies cry, but not 
Rita. And “those bees never afterward abandoned her.” I have 
also sometimes found it hard to get rid of a swarm of bees even 
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when my legs were running as fast as I could make them go. 
But these were unusual bees, made to order especially for Rita. 
So we are told that “when in the convent they took up their abode 
near the door of her cell; and when she died they stationed 
themselves around her tomb.” “One of them, having been sent 
to Rome at the request of Pope Urban VIII, departed after one 
day’s stay in the Eternal City, and returned to its patroness at 
Cascia.” Urban must have swat it. These bees “are of a species 
altogether unique, having been at first white, but now deep yel- 
low.” Take notice of that “altogether.” I have no time for a 
lesson in grammar. But things unique are either unique or not 
unique, and there is no altogether nor less together about them 
But all this Roman stuff is unique and the rules of grammar 
may not apply here. These bees “are only fourteen or fifteen in 
all.” “They have no sting and make no honey,’ Then, of what 
use are they, anyhow? I wouldn’t make such a fuss about them, 
if they give no honey. I never knew God to perform a useless 
miracle. But then the Roman God is different from the Protest- 
ant God. The Roman God turns angels into maggots, and the 
Protestant God does not. And these bees “do not mate, but lead 
a solitary existence, appearing neither to increase or decrease in 
number. Each dwells in a separate cell, which is said to be thorn- 
shaped. They leave their abodes in Holy. Week and return 
thither after the feast of St. Rita, at the end of May. Here they 
remain, as if in contemplation, for the rest of the year, each 
weaving across the entrance of its cell a thin gossamer web.” A 
lazy lot of bees indeed! They would be driven out of any ordi- 
nary hive, as drones. 

It is said that, “Thanks to her lavishness in granting favors, 
Rita is now known nearly all over the world.” And “novenas 
and triduums are made, her image is venerated; bread, oil and 
roses are blessed in her honor, all are made use of to obtain her 
aid. Everything is asked of her and NOTHING SEEMS 
IMPOSSIBLE for her to obtain from her crucified Lord; cures 
of every description, successful termination of lawsuits, recovery 
of lost things, success in difficult examinations, conversions of 
sinners, in fine, relief from all evil, whether from soul or body.” 

I would like to publish her litany and prayers, but they are 
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too long. The litany contains sixty-eight ascriptions with cor- 
responding petitions. Here are a few of the ascriptions: “O St. 
Rita, gift of Heaven;—predicted by an angel,—example of blind 
obedience,—mystical rose of every virtue,—sweet honey of the 
comb,—bouquet of fragrant myrrh,—incurrupt in the chaste body, 
—Advocate of the Impossible,—Advocate of Desperate Cases,— 
etc., etc.” Poor Rita! If she ever lived I wonder what great sin 
she committed that God should allow her to be punished in this 
way, by allowing the devil to use her in a form of miserable idol- 
atry for the destruction of the souls of men. Or, if she is indeed 
among the saints, and can have knowledge of earthly doings, 
I wonder what she must think of these horrible slanders with 
which the Roman Church is abusing her name. 

And this, my enlightened, educated friends, is what the Roman 
Church invites you to believe from “her pages of truth.” 

Are you weary? So am I. 


THE POPE LOSES A BIG BEQUEST 
Broke Tradition in Appeal to Courts, but Heirs Win 

MILAN, May 23d.—For the first time since the downfall of 
the pope’s temporal power, the Vatican has formally essayed a 
fight in the Italian law courts and has been beaten. 

Seven years ago Cardinal Tripepi died in Rome, leaving a 
huge fortune to “Pontiff Pius X or his eventual successor.” The 
cardinal’s heirs, defying papal excommunication against those who 
cite ecclesiastics before civil tribunals, asserted that the terms of 
the will indicated, not a personal gift to the pope, but one to the 
Holy See, which being in the eye of the Italian-law a moral 
corporation, is obligated to seek royal authorization through the 
Council of State in order to enjoy any inheritance in Rome. 

The court upheld this contention, and thereupon Pius X, 
while trying to effect a private compromise, lodged a formal 
appeal, which has just resulted in full confirmation of the decision 
of the lower court. 

Now Cardinal Tripepi’s ‘heirs, flushed with victory, have 
taken advantage of the inability of the Vatican, owing to its 
claim to civil sovereignty, to invoke the consent of the State, and 
are insisting on the restitution of the whole fortune, amounting 
to several million lira—The New York Times, May 24, 1913. 
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THE CANONIZATION OF JOAN OF ARC 


Rome, Sunday, May 19, 1912. 

The French bishops who met at Orleans to assist at the 
traditional feasts in honor of the Blessed Joan of Arc, have sent 
to the Holy Father the following telegram: “The cardinals of 
Rheims and Paris, the archbishops of Rouen and Bourges, the 
bishops of St. Dié, Amiens, Beauvais, Blois, Quimper, Meaux, 
Nevers, Verdun, Moulins, assembled at Orleans to celebrate the 
fifth centenary of the Beata, offer the pope their unfailing devo- 
tion and their gratitude to him for having raised the office of 
Joan of Arc to a double of the second class; they beg him to 
put the liberatrix among the saints, in justice to her virtues, for 
the spiritual welfare of France, for the honor of the Church, and 
as another triumph of his glorious pontificate —Stanislaus, Bishop 
of Orleans.” To this despatch his holiness has replied by an- 
other through the cardinal secretary of state: “The Holy Father 
Pius X, moved by the noble sentiments expressed by your lord- 
ship in the name also of the Cardinals of Rheims and Paris and 
of the many archbishops and bishops assembled at Orleans for 
the fifth centenary of the blessed Joan of Arc, returns thanks 
for this fresh proof of filial devotion, and imploring the protec- 
tion of the immortal heroine on your diocese and on all France, 
he sends his blessing to their lordships and to all who took part 
in the feasts.” His holiness has always taken the deepest interest 
in the process of the Maid of Orleans, and sometimes refers to 
the scenes which accompanied her beatification in St. Peter’s four 
years ago, when the Basilica was thronged by over 40,000 French 
pilgrims, as among the most memorable sights of his pontificate. 
If the holy father makes no direct reply now to the petition for 
the speedy canonization of the blessed Joan of Arc, the reason 
is that the Sacred Congregation of Rites is charged with the 


process. But the various phases of the investigation are going 


on most satisfactorily, and there is every reason to believe that the 
final and triumphant verdict will be given before the close of 
the year 1913. In the various French establishments in Rome 
the feast of the blessed Joan was to-day observed as a double of 
the second class for the first time——The Tablet. 

Some centuries ago they sent her to hell in papal flames, as 
a heretic! !—W. R. C. 
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TOLERATION 


We take the following from the “Leader,” a Dublin weekly, 
greatly beloved by the priests, of May 17th: 

“Proselytism in Dublin has assumed the dimensions of a 
national scandal. In Dublin, at the present hour, fully 2,000 inno- 
cent Catholic children and 1,000 grown-up Catholics are being 
perverted to Protestantism. They are being turned into rene- 
gades to the faith of their fathers, and no organized effort is 
being made to shield or save them. The process of their per- 
version is being accomplished by means of bribery—by whole- 
sale bribery of the rankest and most ignoble description. The 
hired emissaries of Protestantism have set up their establish- 
ments everywhere throughout the city, particularly in the slums. 
They tempt the unfortunate Catholics whom they have marked 
out for their prey. They bribe the homeless, the sick and the 
dying; they strive to induce drunken, destitute or immoral Catho- 
lics to barter their souls, and their children’s souls, for a few 
greasy meals or a few bags of coal. Their pertinacity has been 
well rewarded; their shameful propaganda has earned a success 
which is truly appalling. Three thousand Catholics at present 
becoming apostates from the Church of God and renegades to 
their race and creed—that is surely a harvest to rejoice the heart 
of a souper or a demon, 

It is nothing less than a national scandal that such things 
should be done with impunity in a Catholic city; that a system 
of proselytism, so infamous in itself and so disastrous to the 
faith of Catholics, should be pursued without serious opposition 
in the capital of a Catholic nation. The amazing thing is that 
Catholics have so long been unaware of the real magnitude of 
the evil. Their whole attention has been focused upon politics, 
or business, or devotion, or sport, or amusements; and the enemy 
has stolen a march upon them, with horrifying results. If it 
were not for the baseness of the propaganda and the fearful harm 
it has inflicted upon Catholics, one could admire the genius for 
organization and the remarkable intelligence, activity and zeal 
which the proselytizers are displaying—The Catholic, Dublin, 
June, 1913. 

Too bad! Parliament ought to stop it! Evidently Dub- 
lin Protestants are saving souls from Roman bondage, and the 
pope’s sleepy agents are waking up and wriggling —W. R. C. 
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CONVERSION OF A PRIEST 


We take the following from our delightful contemporary, 
“The Christian” : 

“An event which has aroused much interest in the province of 
New Brunswick the past few months is (writes Mr. Morley Mc- 
Laughlin) the conversion of a Roman Catholic priest, Rev. 
Patrick F. Dennison, and his admission to the ministry of the 
Baptist Church. Mr. Dennison, who is the son of an officer in 
the Navy, was educated at Maynooth College, and, following his 
ordination as a priest, was appointed to Limerick. Some years 
later he was sent to a district in the far north of Canada, to take 
charge of a school for Indian boys. While on one of his periodi- 
cal trips to Rome, when spending a few days in London, he was 
handed a tract in the street by a lady, and before retiring for the 
night he read it and became greatly interested. The words of 
that tract seemed to burn into his very soul, and when he returned 
again to Canada he secured a New Testament, and in a short 
time came out into the light and became a Protestant.” 

Moran, of the “Leader,” will be disgusted upon the perusal 
of this. Moran thinks that every man who renounces Rome is 
a renegade and an anti-Irishman. Poor fanatic; his friends 
should send him for a holiday to St. John O’Gods. This is a 
place for publicans and sinners.—The Catholic, Dublin, June, 1913. 


How the Record (Roman) Teaches History 

Let it be remembered that the foundations of the Empire were 
well and solidly laid by Catholics. The charter of her liberties, 
her representative form of government, have their roots in the 
days when England lived in unity and peace in the house of Peter 
and was known throughout the world as Merrie England. 

In these times she was truly prosperous. Every man was his 
brother’s keeper and the poorhouse was unknown.—The Catholic 
Record. 


Fifty-six Thousand Nuns in United States 
Including postulants, there are in the United States to-day 
more than 56,000 nuns. They conduct 700 academies for girls, 
285 orphan asylums, 100 homes for the aged, 300 hospitals and 
several hundred insane and foundling asylums, protectories, 
reformatories, parish schools, etc., in this country.—Boston Pilot, 
January I1, 1913. 
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THE HOME AND FOREIGN MISSIONS AID 
SOCIETY 


A New Auxiliary to Christ’s Mission 

Some days ago a group of faithful Christian women, aglow 
with zeal for the Divine Master, and for this part of His service 
in delivering deceived people from the bondage of Roman error, 
superstition and idolatry, organized themselves into a society to 
work in conjunction with Christ’s Mission, to be known as “The 
Home and Foreign Missions Aid Society.” 

It has been a great problem to know how to provide work 
for ex-priests after we have trained them for missionary service. 
The churches do not always have places open to them, and al- 
though the fields are white to the harvest and the laborers are 
ready, the means to send the missionaries into the fields and sup- 
port them is often lacking. 

This new auxiliary society will take up that problem and try 
to solve it. It is the purpose of these capable and earnest women 
to raise funds and to find places in the churches, or in mission 
fields already opened, or to open new mission fields for our ex- 
priests and monks when they are ready for work. 

This society will be entirely distinct from Christ’s Mission and 
will be self-governing. But it will nevertheless work in con- 


junction with Christ’s Mission as one of its strong supports and 
helpers. 


The organization is, so far, tentative and will be completed and 
made permanent when many of our friends return from the coun- 
try in the Fall. Miss Jennie E. Taylor, 110 West 55th Street, 
New York City, has been elected treasurer, and will act as the 
executive of the Society until permanent officers are chosen. 
Miss Taylor has long been one of the ablest and most faithful 
of the friends of Christ’s Mission, and through her untiring zeal 
she has helped the work materially in the raising of funds, in 
addition to her own generous gifts. Membership is open to all 
who love this work and who will pledge a regular monthly or 
weekly contribution to its support. Send your names and con- 
tributions to Miss Taylor. 

Although the organization is not yet perfected the ladies have 
been prompt in beginning their work. Contributions have already 
been received, and a beginning of mission work among Italians 
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‘ 


has been made in New York,to which the Rev. Giovanni (John) 
Ongaro, the Italian ex-priest, of whom we wrote last month, has 
been appointed missionary in charge. The maintenance of this 
work and its development will depend upon the financial support 
our friends are able to provide. Let it be generous. 

Christ’s Mission is in need of funds to support the work now 
in hand. And there is much work in prospect that we are 
yearning to undertake and for which we are asking the Lord 


REV. GIOVANNI ONGARO., 


to provide the means. New priests are coming to us this month 
and we need funds for their support. 

Meanwhile our delinquent subscribers will greatly help the 
work if they will pay their subscriptions to THe CONVERTED 
CATHOLIC at once, or within this month. 

Now let us all come to the help of these Christian women, 
dear friends, and strengthen their hands in the noble work they 
have begun. W. R.C. 
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A Cardinal’s Logic 


Cardinal Manning gives expression to the true spirit of 


Rome when he says: “An appeal to history is a treason to the 


Church.”—The Bulwark, Dec., 1912. 


Christ’s Mission Contributions 


The following contributions were received for the work of 
Christ’s Mission from June 27, 1913, to and including July 10, 
1913. Kindly inform us if any names are omitted that should 
be included in this list: 

J. C. P., $2; M. A. C., $8.50; A Friend, $1,000; W. L., 62c.; 
L. C. F., per J. E. T., $100; J. E. B., per J. E. T., $30; J. M.. 
$1.80; E. J. A,, $2.50; J. V.; $3.50. 


The bound volume XXIX. of THE CONVERTED CATHOLIC for 
1912 is now on sale. It is a handsome, cloth-bound book of 
432 pages. It contains many able articles on Romanism by the 
best authorities. It should be in your library. Correspondents 
ask us many questions, the answers to which are found in this 
book. Price, $1.50 at the office; sent by ti $1.70. 
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